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vi'iK and King assassination and PA reoordo appeals 

Infomanta 

Robert Kaffke 

Withholding of wiiat it; disclosed in Warren. C'onnia-aan records 

WluHo the records to which 1 refer below aro of t e JJK assassination investi- 
gation the principles apply to the iling caae and all role tea to a PA appeal on which 
you have not acted. 

Thsro is no question about the right and neod to protect authentically confi- 
dential inforaanta, those who provide real inform-feLon as dstingulshod i'rtaa their 
own fabrications for their own purposes, lou will, X aza confidant, recall that 1 
havo notified you and tho F2I of what I believed to bo inaovoaitont dinclo ures of 
informant identification so that rending roots copies could bo replaced with those 
not naking: identification diosloeure. 

Serial is one of cany 105-82555 records relating to Robert Kaffke, an 
informant of the San ^rancisco police and the FiXt. % earlier appeals relating to 
hir, include records froa other files. With regard to this Serial I also appeal tho 
withholdingB by excision. 

Although I perceived that Kaffke v ns an iz«fornaat before locating FM records 
in which it discloses this fact and I believe I then appealed, records do 

include ilia identification, by naco ijnd role while others odd confusion canouiso 
ham to others because of the withholdings of what ths FBI itself disclosed. 

FBl'IIQ* o reason for disclosing Kaffko'n identification is stated in Serial 2842 « 
"Bureau questions the voracity*. .and in light of iC&fflce's expressions of sympathy 
for (i&mA Castro bureau does not desire to protect his identity (obliteration)*.' 

F3SLEq was correct in questioning Kafiko's voracity whun to sported tint one 
Arnold Kessler had dined with Oswald in HexJLeo b’ity long after Oswald had left there. 
xh»j resulting invostigatior., which oxte-nded to South America, wa quite coutjy .mH 
although tills fairy tale had not boon confirmed, it had boon reported to the ’Jan-on 
o-ir.d.3fi.on, which wa iiliunoed by it. 



This parallels many situations in the King investigation, a niaber of which I 
have ap.-oaied. Tiers the YaL made selective disclosure of the identification of 

informants , Hutting it to those it wanted the House assassins corned ttee to be 
deceive j. and aisled by. Thin io what happened and now the Bepartoant's newest e-.lf- 
invoatifiation la limited to this hotnia. Natural my enough there will be a eelf— 
awarded clean bill of ho.il th. 

In the King case tho FBI alao engaged in tricky filing, eliaiiiating froa its 
hUl££IN fil* tiione records moat embarrassing to it, like its intrusions into tho 
ldgal defenses of the Hay brothers^ through informants of whoa two are known, 
itetteraoa and Gepjcrt. Here it gets even trickeries, with the Beparfcoi&ifc's 
election of in car era Inspection of withholdings and the Beparteent'o selection of 
the records to ba exsuinod by the Court, which lacks knowledge of auch matters 
as what haa been disclosed, like the identifications of infoersaanta. TI;e potential 
for deceiving and misleading the Court is InaraaGed by your failure to act on icy 
appeals of long ago. 

Vfith regard to Kaffks, I filed a FA appeal in which I naked for a search of ell 
relevant fileo to sec if he informed on no, directly or indirectly, from Mo having 
bsca present at n study group I was aaksd to address and from Mu aasociation with 
one who was than a friend of nine. I did file F A requests with ik and all field offices. 
And while holding me to ki a public person the FJJI did eaka aHective disclosure of 
^s8° oaf dafoioatory records relating to no in both Xing and JTK oases. 

If thv Inx can withhold or discloao on the basis of its liking or dlsllk* of 
views or its o pini on or veracity* I do not beiiovo it can apply this stattvi&rd 
inoo n ai jtcsitly » arbitrarily capriciously in historical 



